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Appellees. 


APPELLANT’S PETITION FOR 
RENMEARING 

The Court’s opinion dated January 27, 1967, appar- 
ently holds that, merely because appellec’s ship was found 
unseaworthy in litigation based upon a longshoreman’s 
claim for personal injuries, the stevedore contractor, ap- 
pellant here, breached his warranty of workmanlike service. 

The trial court made no findings that appellant's equip- 
ment was deficient, or that appellant negligently or other- 
wise failed in performance, or that the method of handling 
cargo was improper or unreasonably unsafe. Furthermore. 
there is no credible evidence to support any such finding. 

Liability can be imposed, on the present record. only 
because an accident occurred while appellant stevedore 
contractor was in charge of the loading activity, regardless 
of the suitability of his performance — this would make 
appellant stevedore an insurer. 
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I also certify that this petition has been served on a 
adverse parties herein. 


DouGLas M. FRYER 
Proctor for Appellant 
February 7, 1967 


